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Planning Commission Contact Form (response #170)
Survey Information

Survey Response

Planning Commission Contact Form (response #170)
Internet Webmaster
to:
planningcommission@co.slo.ca.us
12/07/2012 03:31 PM
Hide Details 
From: "Internet Webmaster" <webmaster@co.slo.ca.us>

To: "planningcommission@co.slo.ca.us" <planningcommission@co.slo.ca.us>

Site: County of SLO

Page Title: Planning Commission Contact Form

URL: http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/planning/contact/staff/PCForm.htm

Submission Time/Date: 12/7/2012 3:30:32 PM

Name concerned citizen

Contact Information (Phone 
Number, Email, etc.)

Question or Comment

Are you aware of Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Facilities decision to remove the Fire and Safety 
shift specialists who are the only true 24/7 safety 
professionals at the refinery with over 60 yrs 
combined experience and give their job duties to 
shift supervisors and gate guards who have little 
or no experience? And they want you to grant 
them a permit to run more rate through this 
facility that will no longer be as safe as it was
prior to this decision. Please ask this question 
before granting any new permit.

Page 1 of 1Planning Commission Contact Form (response #170)

12/7/2012file:///C:/Users/rhedges/AppData/Local/Temp/notesC7A056/~web1195.htm
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 J. H. EDWARDS COMPANY 
 A REAL PROPERTY CONCERN 

 P.O. Box 6070, Los Osos, CA 93412 (805)235-0873  julietacker@charter.net 

 ACQUISITION     MARKETING     LAND USE     REDEVELOPMENT 

  

 

 
December 12, 2012 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission c/o Planning Department 

Re:  Request by PHILLIPS 66 for a Development Plan / Coastal Development Permit 

Attention:  Murray Wilson 

Dear Mr. Wilson, 

I apologize for the late arrival of my comments; however the issues I intend to raise are an 

important aspect in the consideration of the proposed project.   

As you know, the extension to Willow Road and the associated improvements are nearing 

completion.  With the interchange at Highway 101 an important new circulation component 

serving the Nipomo Mesa will be in place.  Please see the attached Google Earth map generally 

showing the vertical alignment between the Conoco Phillips Refinery and US 101.  The 

approximate distance between the refinery and the highway is 5 miles.   

As you are also aware, there are a number of issues concerning the use of the Oceano Dunes and 

the State Vehicle Recreation Area (SVRA).  For example, an alternative access has been 

considered for many years and in the November 15, 2006 Alternative Access Study prepared by 

Condor Environmental Planning Service, Inc.  Currently, State Parks is not in compliance with 

Coastal Commission Conditions of Approval in not establishing additional vehicle access.  

Furthermore, there is considerable debate regarding the particulate matter issue as it relates to Off 

Highway Vehicle use of the SVRA.  Solutions to these problems may be advanced by expanding 

the applicable condition of approval for the proposed project.   

The staff report for the subject proposal contains a condition regarding “Coastal Access.”  

Condition 17 establishes the improvement and dedication of vertical access along an existing 

maintenance road consistent with the Coastal Access Location Map 2, Exhibit.  I believe the 

condition should be expanded to allow for vehicle access to the SVRA as well as pedestrian and 

other multi-uses.   

I suggest the offer of dedication be made a condition of permit issuance and include a 80 ft. swath 

coterminous with the existing maintenance road over the Conoco Phillips property.  This is 

consistent with Figure 2:  Project Site of the 2006 Alternative Access Study.  The improvements 

relative to the accessway would be performed by third parties as part of a larger management plan 

for the SVRA.   

Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jeff Edwards 
Jeff Edwards 
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